We tested the risk-sensitive foraging preferences of wild rufous hummingbirds, Selasphorus rufus, with three types of artificial flowers. All three flower types provided the same mean volume of 30 l of sucrose, but differed in terms of variability of the reward: constant, low variance and high variance. In trinary comparisons, subjects preferred the low-variance reward over the constant reward, and the constant reward over the high-variance reward; a result not predicted by risk-sensitive foraging theory. However, when tested with traditional binary comparisons, hummingbirds showed conventional risk-averse behaviour and selected the constant reward over the low-or high-variance rewards. This reversal of preference represents a context-dependent foraging preference. The utility of selecting intermediate levels of risk and the source of the preference reversal are discussed relative to risk-sensitive foraging theory and the effects of local context on foraging choices.
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Animals are sensitive not only to mean foraging intake or energetic return, but also to variation about this mean. Consideration of the stochastic nature of foraging success greatly increases the authenticity of foraging studies. Risk-sensitive foraging has blossomed from its theoretical origins (Caraco 1980; Real 1980) , through various levels of empirical and theoretical development, to the point where symposia are dedicated to this topic (see Smallwood & Cartar 1996) .
With few exceptions, experimental tests of risksensitive foraging have involved captive animals and manipulated food sources (see review by Kacelnik & Bateson 1996) . Only Barkan's (1990) study of blackcapped chickadees, Poecile atricapillus, used wild birds in the field. Even tests of foraging by bumble bees have employed enclosed colonies except for a single study by Cartar (1991) on free-foraging wild bumble bees, Bombus melanopygus, B. mixtus, B. sitkensis. Generally, experimental protocols in risk sensitivity studies require strict control of animals to ensure that they experience, and then choose between, the specific foraging options presented to them.
Most studies of risk sensitivity require animals to make a binary choice: a constant versus a variable option with identical means. The importance of variability to foraging preferences would be more convincing if animals chose between more than two foraging options, just as the results of a pharmacological study are more convincing when a dose-response curve is presented rather than merely reporting a difference between a treatment and a control.
Here we present the results of a risk-sensitive foraging experiment with rufous hummingbirds, Selasphorus rufus. The study is unique in two ways. First, it involved wild, territorial birds that were free to engage in natural foraging, defensive and breeding behaviours between visits to our artificial flowers. Second, we offered hummingbirds the choice of three flower types which provided the same mean reward but differed in variation about that mean. One flower type was constant, the second offered a moderate amount of variation and the third provided substantial variation. To our knowledge this is the first risk-sensitive test consisting of trinary, rather than binary, choices.
METHODS

Subjects and Study Site
The subjects were nine adult male rufous hummingbirds observed in the wild, four in 1994 and five in 1995. The study area was the Westcastle Valley in southwestern Alberta, in the eastern range of the Rocky Mountains (49 29 N, 114 25 W). In early May, commercial hummingbird feeders containing a 14% sucrose solution were placed throughout the study area with a minimum distance of approximately 100 m between them. A male
